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Applicant requests review of the final rejection in the above-identified application. No amendments are being filed 
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Note: No more than five (5) pages may be provided. 
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PATENT APPLICATION 

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
Applicants: Gergic, et al. Examiner: Sain, Gautam 

Serial No: 1 0/007,084 Group: Art Unit 2 1 76 

Filed: December 4, 2001 Docket: YOR9200 10463 US 1 (8728-525) 

For: REUSABLE VOICEXML DIALOG COMPONENTS, 

SUBDIALOGS AND BEANS 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA. 22313 

Statement in Support of Pre-Appeal Brief Request for Review 

This paper is being filed in support of Applicants' Pre-Appeal Brief Request for Review. 
A Notice of Appeal has been filed herewith in response to the Final Office Action mailed on 
December 7, 2005. Applicants respectfully contend that the claim rejections set forth in the Final 
Office Action are erroneous as a matter of law and/or fact. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 103 



(i) Claims 1-8, 10-12 and 33-34 stand rejected as being unpatentable over Vxml in view 
of DodrilK as set forth on pages 2-5 of the Final Office Action. 

Applicants respectfully assert that the Final Office Action fails to present a prima facie 
case of obviousness of claim 1 based on Vxml in view of DodrilK More specifically, with 
respect to claim 1, it is submitted that the Final Action is devoid of any legally sufficient 
explanation as to how the combination of Vxml and Dodrill discloses or suggests the claim 
feature of creating a re-entrant reusable VoiceXML dialog component that allow reusable 
VoiceXML dialog components to be one of initiated, interrupted, inspected, or resumed with a 
partially fdled result object or state object, as essentially recited in claim 1. 

The Examiner essentially acknowledges that neither reference specifically discloses the 
claimed re-entrant objects, but provides (on page 3 of the Final Office Action) conclusory 
assertions to explain how such feature would have been "obvious" to one of ordinary skill in the 
art. In fact, other than a general reference to Dodriirs teaching of dynamic generation of web 
content, the Examiner has not explained how DodrilF s teachings would provide motivation for 
modifying Vxml to include re-entrant reusable VoiceXML dialog component, especially when 
the execution model of Vxml teaches against re-entrant reusable VoiceXML dialog component 
(e.g., see Vxml section 14.4). 

Furthermore, with respect to claim 33, it is respectfully submitted that the combination of 
Vxml and Dodrill does not disclose or suggest a server-side speech application server 
comprising, inter alia, a database of server-side reusable VoiceXML dialog components that are 
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used by a page generation engine for generating an intermediate VoiceXML page. The 
Examiner relies on Dodrill (Col. 9, lines 1-5) as disclosing this feature (see page 5 of the Office 
Action), but offers no explanation as to how the cited section of Dodrill is even relevant to the 
claimed feature of server side reusable VXML dialog components. Dodrill merely discloses in 
the cited section an API that enables an application server (66) to issue service calls to backend 
applications. This is different from the claimed feature of generating an intermediate Voice 
XML page using reusable VXML dialog components as claimed in claim 33. 

(ii) Claims 13-24 and 26-32 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C.103 as being unpatentable 
over Vxml in view of Sorsa and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,490,564 to Dodrill 

With respect to independent claim 13, for the reasons explained above, the combination 
of references does not disclose or suggests reusable VoiceXML dialog components comprise one 
or more re-entrant reusable VoiceXML dialog component that allow reusable VoiceXML dialog 
components to be one of initiated, interrupted, inspected, or resumed with a partially fdled result 
object or state object, as recited in claim 13. The basis for this rejection is similar to that for 
claim 1 above and the Examiner does not rely on Sorsa for this rejection. 

Furthermore, with respect to claims 28 and 32, the combination of Vxml and Sorsa and 
Dodrill 6 564 does not disclose or suggest dynamically compiling a grammar for the invoked 
reusable VoiceXML dialog component, as recited in claims 28 and 32. On page 10 of the Final 
Office Action, the Examiner expressly acknowledges that Vxml in view of Sorsa does not teach 
dynamically compiling a grammar for the invoked reusable VoiceXML dialog component. The 
Examiner relies on Col. 5, lines 60-67 of Dodrill '564 as disclosing such feature, where Dodrill 



states: 



The XML documents are then stored for execution of the voice 
application server in the application runtime environment 

It is respectfully submitted that the cited section does not remotely disclose or suggest 
dynamically compiling a grammar for the invoked reusable VoiceXML dialog component The 
Examiner's reasoning is clearly based on hindsight reasoning. 

Applicants respectfully contend that for at least the above reasons, the rejections of 
independent claims 1,13, 28, 32 and 33 are improper and legally deficient. 
Accordingly, withdrawal of the claim rejections is requested. 
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